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What do I mean by ‘‘virtually 

unfixable’’? According to a new Con-
gressional Budget Office analysis of the 
Medicare physician payment formula, 
one solution to fix the problem would 
cost $200 billion over the next 10 years. 
The sham of these annual 1-year ad-
justments to the Medicare physician 
payment formula masks the true size 
of our Nation’s budget deficit, as we all 
know very well that the Congress is 
not going to allow scheduled cuts to 
physician payment rates of more than 
40 percent in the coming years, as is 
provided for in the law that is now 
built into the Congressional Budget Of-
fice baseline projections. 

So this SGR formula is clearly bro-
ken, but the hole that has been created 
is so deep that the problem is largely 
unsolvable at this point. The problem 
is made worse, of course, by the very 
fact that Congress has failed to pass a 
budget this year. In its next budget— 
hopefully, next year—Congress needs 
to enact, in my view, a ‘‘truth in budg-
eting’’ amendment for Medicare physi-
cian payments so that we can admit 
the true level of our Nation’s deficit by 
revising the payment formula baseline, 
and through that device address the 
problem with the SGR formula in a 
forthright manner. 

It is, sadly, too late to hope that we 
can solve all of this problem this year 
in this 109th Congress. I urge congres-
sional leadership and organizations 
that represent physicians groups to 
push to resolve this annual crisis in the 
next Congress—early in the next Con-
gress—in what would be a far more 
honest and open manner that would 
lead to a permanent fix with respect to 
this physician payment formula. 

Unfortunately, the Medicare physi-
cian payment formula is just one ex-
ample of the much larger institutional 
problem facing the Congress in coming 
to grips with health care issues. Just a 
year ago Congress failed to restore 
more than $1 billion in expiring fund-
ing for the State Children’s Health In-
surance Program, or SCHIP. While 
there is not a single Member of Con-
gress who would admit to not sup-
porting the State Children’s Health In-
surance Program, congressional leader-
ship has failed to find a way to ensure 
that $1 billion in dedicated resources to 
SCHIP was actually available to spend 
on the program. 

Now SCHIP faces a larger problem 
because the States are estimating a 
$900 million shortfall in fiscal year 2007 
in order to provide current levels of 
health insurance coverage for children. 
According to the American Academy of 
Pediatrics and 85 other national orga-
nizations in a letter to Congress dated 
September 18: 

Without additional federal funding to avert 
these shortfalls, states may have to reduce 
their SCHIP enrollment, placing health care 
insurance coverage for over 500,000 low-in-
come children at risk. States may also be 
forced to enact harmful changes to their 
SCHIP programs, such as curtailing benefits, 
increasing beneficiary cost-sharing or reduc-
ing provider payments. 

Just a few years ago, Congress and 
the administration provided what is 
now estimated to be a $700 billion 
Medicare prescription drug benefit to 
our Nation’s seniors. Yet somehow we 
cannot find our way to provide 1 per-
cent of that amount for our Nation’s 
children to avert a shortfall in funding 
in order to ensure that not only pre-
scription drugs but comprehensive 
health care is provided to those low-in-
come children. 

Four days before that, the Institute 
of Medicine issued a report noting that 
despite a profound epidemic con-
fronting our Nation with respect to 
childhood obesity, the Federal Govern-
ment, the food industry, schools, and 
others have made little progress in 
stemming this growing tide of child-
hood obesity. 

In 2 straight years, the Senate has 
passed amendments to the Agriculture 
appropriations bill by overwhelming 
majorities to increase funding for pro-
grams such as TEAM Nutrition, only to 
see that money disappear once we got 
into conference with the House. What 
is needed, in my view, is national lead-
ership, both by the administration and 
by the Congress. We have failed to deal 
with this extremely important issue af-
fecting the long-term health of many 
of our children. 

In addition to confronting expiring 
provisions with programs such as Medi-
care and SCHIP and major problems 
through the appropriations process in 
getting adequate funds to deal with 
childhood obesity, I also want to raise 
the issue of Congress’ failure to enact 
reauthorizations of numerous Federal 
programs. According to the Congres-
sional Budget Office, in its annual re-
port entitled ‘‘Unauthorized Appropria-
tions and Expiring Authorizations’’: 

The Congress has appropriated about $159 
billion for fiscal year 2006 for programs and 
activities whose authorizations of appropria-
tions have expired. 

Some of the major health care pro-
grams whose authorizations have ex-
pired include the National Institutes of 
Health, the Ryan White CARE grant 
programs, the veterans’ medical care, 
the Indian Health Service, and the Ad-
ministration on Aging. 

Considering all the Congress must 
consider on an annual basis, it is not 
surprising that some programs are not 
reauthorized in a timely fashion. What 
has become disappointing is that there 
appears to be a lack of effort in some 
instances to even try or to bring these 
issues to closure despite the vast need. 

For example, the Indian Health Care 
Improvement Act expired in 2001, and 
for 6 long years American Indians and 
Alaska Natives have tried repeatedly 
to reauthorize the programs adminis-
tered by the Indian Health Service. 
Moreover, the U.S. Commission on 
Civil Rights issued a report in 2003 en-
titled, ‘‘A Quite Crisis: Federal Fund-
ing and Unmet Need in Indian Coun-
try,’’ that called for immediate passage 
of the Indian Health Care Improvement 
Act and for the Federal Government to 

‘‘act immediately to reverse this 
shameful and unjust treatment’’ that 
is the Indian health care system and 
funding levels. 

And yet, here we are 3 years later and 
the Committee on Indian Affairs has 
reported a reauthorization bill to the 
Senate floor over 6 months ago, but 
this bill has not yet been bought up for 
debate. 

Failure with respect to the Medicare 
physician payment formula, the State 
Children’s Health Insurance Program 
shortfalls, childhood obesity, and the 
Indian Health Service are just exam-
ples of a larger problem that has grown 
over the years. 

Other programs, such as the Health 
Professions Act, so desperately need to 
be reauthorized and improved that 
both the administration and Appro-
priations Committee recognize are not 
working well, so they continue to get 
dramatically cut or even zeroed out. 
Meanwhile, as a Nation, there are areas 
in the country with terrible health pro-
fession shortages, and we are now im-
porting 25 percent of our physician 
workforce from foreign nations, which 
is not a good result either for our Na-
tion or for the country from which we 
have taken their doctors. 

Mr. President, our Nation’s health 
care system is in a mess, and yet the 
Congress is not addressing rather crit-
ical and fundamental issues due to in-
action, neglect, or inattention. 

In the coming days and during the 
lameduck session, I urge the leadership 
of the Congress to begin the work of 
addressing these important health care 
problems facing our country. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

SUNUNU). The Senator from South 
Carolina. 

Is the Senator seeking consent to 
proceed in morning business? 

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak for 30 min-
utes in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
f 

FAMILY PROSPERITY ACT 

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, earlier 
this year Republicans put together one 
of the most important bills we have 
considered, and Republicans asked for 
a vote on that important bill we call 
the Family Prosperity Act. Indeed, it 
does deal with the prosperity, the eco-
nomic well-being, the cost of living for 
every American family. It contains 
three very important measures and all 
enjoy majority support in the Senate. 
One was permanent death tax relief, 
another was the extension of very im-
portant expiring tax provisions, and a 
minimum wage increase of more than 
40 percent. 

The bill represents a true bipartisan 
compromise. Yet it met unified Demo-
cratic obstruction that prevented it 
from receiving an up-or-down vote. I do 
not think I have ever seen a vote that 
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has so clearly demonstrated Demo-
crats’ willingness to turn their backs 
on American families in order to score 
political points. I believe Americans 
understand that Republicans worked 
hard to reach a true compromise that 
would raise the standard of living for 
all American families. I think they will 
remember that after years of rhetoric, 
Democrats proved they were all talk 
and no action. 

For years Republicans, along with 
many Democrats, have worked for per-
manent death tax relief because it is an 
immoral double-tax that punishes 
death and savings. As the Senator from 
New York, Mrs. CLINTON, said when she 
was running for office in the year 2000: 

[Y]ou ought to be able to leave your land 
and the bulk of your fortunes to your chil-
dren and not the government. 

Other Democrats have supported 
death tax relief in the past, including 
Senators WYDEN, BAYH, PRYOR, 
LANDRIEU, and CANTWELL. Even the mi-
nority leader, Senator REID, has said 
he is for ‘‘fixing the estate tax.’’ Yet 
when it came time to vote, they joined 
their fellow Democrats to block death 
tax relief. 

The Family Prosperity Act also ex-
tends several important tax relief pro-
visions that are set to expire in Octo-
ber to extend several critical relief 
measures, including State and local 
sales tax deductions, research and de-
velopment tax credits, college tuition 
deductions, work opportunity tax cred-
its, welfare-to-work tax credit, depre-
ciation for restaurants, timber capital 
gains, teacher classroom expense de-
ductions. 

These tax relief provisions enjoyed 
broad bipartisan support and need to be 
renewed to keep our economy growing. 
Instead, in August, Democrats ob-
structed these items and essentially 
voted to raise the cost of living for 
American families. 

Additionally, the Family Prosperity 
Act contained a longtime priority for 
Senate Democrats, a 40-percent in-
crease in the minimum wage. 

I must make it clear that I person-
ally oppose a minimum wage increase, 
as do many of my Republican col-
leagues. Economists agree that raising 
the minimum wage prices people with 
low skills out of the job market and 
keeps them from getting a job that ul-
timately pays higher wages. Yet Re-
publicans such as myself are willing to 
vote for this true compromise bill. Un-
fortunately, Democrats chose election- 
year partisan obstruction instead of 
lowering the cost of living for Amer-
ican families. 

However, today we can change this. 
We are nearing the end of the 109th 
Congress, and we have debated these 
issues over and over. We now have one 
final opportunity to get this right and 
pass this bill to secure America’s pros-
perity. In fact, I understand that some 
Democrats just gave a press conference 
earlier today urging the passage of the 
tax relief extensions in this Family 
Prosperity Act. Well, they are about to 

have their chance. The Democrats now 
have one final opportunity to either do 
what is right for American families and 
lower the cost of living or they can 
choose to continue their partisan polit-
ical games of blocking American prior-
ities so they can try to blame Repub-
licans as a do-nothing Congress. 

Mr. CORNYN. Will the Senator yield 
for a question? 

Mr. DEMINT. Yes. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I would 

inquire of the distinguished Senator 
from South Carolina—he has just de-
scribed the blocking of the Family 
Prosperity Act, which, as I recall, com-
bines the death tax, an increase in the 
minimum wage, and so-called exten-
sion of the tax relief, including the 
teacher classroom deduction, the State 
and local tax deduction, and the R&D— 
research and development—tax credit. 
But I believe he also referenced a press 
conference that was held at 10 o’clock 
this morning here at the Capitol where 
Republicans were charged with raising 
taxes against the middle class for fail-
ing to extend the very tax extenders 
that they blocked just in August. Is 
that the Senator’s understanding? 

Mr. DEMINT. The Senator from 
Texas knows as well as I do that this 
has become the pattern of our Demo-
cratic colleagues: to purposely block 
important legislation and then attempt 
to come down and blame Republicans 
or blame the President when it doesn’t 
actually get done. 

I am excited, as the election nears, 
that the American people are much 
smarter than that. They are going to 
clearly see through those attempts. 
These important things which need to 
be done, many of which we have been 
able to accomplish despite Democratic 
obstruction, are still being blocked by 
our Democratic colleagues. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for an additional ques-
tion? 

Mr. DEMINT. Yes. 
Mr. CORNYN. Is the Senator aware 

that in addition to blocking the Fam-
ily Prosperity Act, which would have 
achieved the No. 1 item on the Demo-
cratic agenda, which is raising the 
minimum wage, in addition to reducing 
the death tax and providing additional 
tax relief, which we discussed, that 
there have been other efforts to block 
and then blame Republicans for being a 
do-nothing Congress? 

I would just like to read a short list— 
I know the Senator has some other pre-
pared remarks he is going to focus on— 
just to cover sort of a survey of the 
field, of areas which our friends on the 
other side of the aisle have sought to 
block and blame the majority while, at 
the same time, being the ones respon-
sible for blocking important legisla-
tion. 

For example, is the Senator aware 
that there is now an attempt on the 
Democratic side to block the Child 
Custody Protection Act—and we men-
tioned the estate tax and Extension of 
Tax Relief Act, the Gulf of Mexico En-

ergy Security Act, which would help us 
become less dependent on imported en-
ergy and oil, the Arctic Coastal Plain 
Domestic Energy Security Act, the 
Health Insurance Marketplace Mod-
ernization and Affordability Act, the 
Legislative Line Item Veto Act, the 
Federal Election Integrity Act, and the 
Social Security Guarantee Act? Is the 
Senator aware that in each of those in-
stances, but for blocking by our friends 
on the other side of the aisle, we would 
actually be able to make bipartisan re-
forms and actually advance the agenda 
of the American people in very positive 
and constructive ways? 

Mr. DEMINT. Yes, I am aware. And I 
am aware that all of the bills and legis-
lation that my colleague mentioned 
have majority support in the Senate. 
But by using procedural blocking tech-
niques, the Democrats have kept these 
from coming to a vote, or even debated 
in some cases. But, again, I am con-
fident the American people, as they 
focus on what we have been doing—and 
I realize our Democratic colleagues 
produced their commercials to call us a 
do-nothing Congress several months 
ago, so it has become very important 
for them in the last days of this Con-
gress to block everything that they 
can. But we have several important 
pieces of legislation this week related 
to the security of this country that we 
need to pass, and we are going to have 
the opportunity in a few minutes to 
hopefully get unanimous consent to 
pass the Family Prosperity Act, to give 
people a raise in the minimum wage, to 
pass these tax extenders, and to create 
a compromise on this death tax, which 
is so immoral and hurts so many fami-
lies. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, if the 
Senator would yield for one last ques-
tion. 

Mr. DEMINT. Yes. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I know 

the Senator’s focus is on the Family 
Prosperity Act. But one of the bills 
that I mentioned, just as a final exam-
ple of this tactic of blocking and then 
blaming the majority for being a do- 
nothing Congress, is the Health Insur-
ance Marketplace Modernization and 
Affordability Act. As I recall, this is 
sometimes called the small business 
health insurance bill, which would be 
designed to allow small businesses and 
other associations to pool together to 
buy health insurance for their employ-
ees at about 12 percent lower rates 
than are otherwise available. 

Is the Senator aware that while we 
attempted to close off debate, 55 Sen-
ators voted to be able to close off de-
bate and go to that important small 
business health reform legislation, and 
43 Senators voted against closing off 
debate, thus preventing us—again, 
blocking us—from passing this impor-
tant health care legislation which ap-
pears to otherwise have broad bipar-
tisan support? 

Mr. DEMINT. I am glad the Senator 
from Texas brought that up because 
this morning our distinguished col-
league from New Mexico was talking 
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about how Republicans have done noth-
ing significant to lower health insur-
ance costs when, in fact, the small 
business health plan would have done 
just that. I was a small businessman 
for many years. Health care is one of 
the highest expenses we had. The 
chance to pool together with small 
businesses all over the country to buy 
insurance, just like large companies 
can do, is a commonsense measure that 
should have been passed in the Senate, 
yet was blocked by our colleagues. 

Mr. CORNYN. I thank the Senator. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT—H.R. 5970 

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, we have 
the opportunity to correct a wrong. An 
important bill was blocked. I would 
like, as we consider this Family Pros-
perity Act this morning, to ask unani-
mous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the immediate consideration of Cal-
endar No. 562, H.R. 5970, which is the 
Death Tax Repeal Act, which we call 
the Family Prosperity Act. I ask unan-
imous consent that the bill be read the 
third time and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I ob-
ject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, we see 
again a bill that has been debated and 
considered for many months, a bill on 
which a press conference was held this 
very day saying we need to pass a 
major portion of it. Yet at every turn 
there is blocking. 

I would like to take a few minutes— 
and if the Presiding Officer would let 
me know when I have 5 minutes left— 
to talk about one of the provisions of 
the Family Prosperity Act. My friends 
on the other side of the aisle are hold-
ing up legislation that would prevent 
an enormous increase in the death tax 
on everyday Americans. I will talk 
more about this chart, but Democrats 
widely claim that the death tax im-
pacts only a few of the wealthiest 
Americans. The truth is, the only rea-
son the death tax doesn’t affect more 
hard-working Americans today is that 
it currently—the Republicans have 
passed temporary legislation that is 
phasing out the death tax, as we can 
see on this chart through 2010. And we 
have done this despite Democratic ob-
struction. But as you can see from this 
chart, if the Democrats have their way, 
a huge number of American families 
will be in the death tax death grip in 
2011. 

Minority Whip DURBIN, my colleague 
from Illinois, said this about the death 
tax: 

How many families will benefit if the es-
tate tax is repealed? Each year in America, 
a Nation of 300 million: only 8,200 families. 
You have to search long and hard to find 
them. These families are so well off, who 
have done so well in this great Nation, who 
have benefited from this democracy and the 
blessings of liberty, who have enjoyed a com-
fortable life because of their prosperity, who 
now have taken millions of dollars to hire 

the most effective lobbyists in Washington, 
DC to push this outrageous special interest 
legislation, the fattest of cats in America 
will get a great bowl of tax cuts, tax cuts on 
the estate tax. 

Senator DURBIN argues against full 
repeal of the death tax, but we are not 
arguing for full repeal of the death tax. 
Our legislation would simply prevent 
an enormous increase in the death tax, 
while Senator DURBIN is arguing that 
we should let the death tax increase in 
2011 to a top rate of 60 percent. That is 
not taxing, it is taking. No, in fact, it 
is stealing. 

Senator DURBIN also argues that the 
death tax only affects 8,200 families. 
The truth is, the death tax doesn’t af-
fect 8,200 family members who may die; 
it affects millions of family members 
still living who are left to deal with 
Uncle Sam’s sticky fingers. 

Let’s take a look for a minute at 
homes in Senator DURBIN’s State. Keep 
in mind, in 2011, if Senator DURBIN has 
his way, all estates of $1 million or 
more will be taxed at a very high rate. 

He says: You will have to search long 
and hard for these families. 

But look at these homes in Chicago 
that he says are owned by the fattest 
cats. These are very modest and some 
would consider lower scale homes, all 
valued at over $1 million today. Are 
these the wealthiest Americans? If you 
look at Chicago, right now over 36,000 
homes in urban areas would be affected 
by the 2011 death tax. But if you move 
ahead to 2011 and look at the number of 
homes in the Chicago area that will be 
affected by the death tax, the Demo-
cratic death tax increase, you are look-
ing at more than 143,000 homes. You 
don’t have to look long and hard to 
find that many houses. 

What about other cities? By 2011, 
when the death tax is raised to the 
Democrats’ level that they want, if you 
look around the country, over 500,000 in 
New York City, over 200,000 in Boston, 
over 250,000 in Newark. If you go to At-
lanta, 26,000; Chicago, as I said, 143,000; 
San Francisco, over a quarter of a mil-
lion; Los Angeles, 812,000. You don’t 
have to look long and hard to find 
these homes. 

The Census reports that just over 1 
million homes in 2004 were subject to 
the death tax at the Democrats’ level 
of 2011. In 2005, that number reached 1.4 
million, over a 40-percent increase. As 
properties continue to appreciate, that 
number will continue to increase year 
after year, subjecting more and more 
Americans to the Democratic death 
tax. If you look at 2005, under the lev-
els that will happen in 2011, there has 
been a 143-percent increase in the num-
ber of homes that will be affected, just 
in 2 years, based on the Democratic 
death tax. 

Let’s talk about some farms. Let’s 
look at who these families are who 
Senator DURBIN claims have enjoyed a 
comfortable life—the ‘‘fat cats’’ as he 
calls them. There are nearly 30,000 
farms in Illinois alone, many of them 
owned by families whose comfortable 

life has made them a target of Senator 
DURBIN’s death tax should we not vote 
to block the impending tax increase. 
Based on 2002 Illinois Farm Bureau fig-
ures, over one-fourth—26.7 percent—of 
all Illinois farms would currently be 
subject to the death tax at Senator 
DURBIN’s rate of taxes in 2011. In 2011, 
you will have about 30,000 Illinois 
farms, or over 40 percent of all farms 
will likely be subject to the death tax. 
When we fail to prevent the 2011 Durbin 
death tax increase, it will not be hard 
to find almost one-half of Illinois’ 
farms. If you take the USDA figures, 
the Department of Agriculture, they 
say that over half of the farms in Illi-
nois will be subject to the death tax in 
2011 if Senator DURBIN gets his way. 

How many farms will be eligible if 
hit by the Democratic death tax in-
crease in 2011? Well, again, the fat cats 
we are talking about, if you look at Ar-
kansas, you have nearly 5,000; Mis-
souri, 9,200; Iowa, nearly 20,000 farms; 
South Dakota, 5,500; in California, 
20,000. Lots of family farms are going 
to be affected by the Democratic tax 
increase. 

Let’s talk about small businesses, 
really the backbone of the American 
economy. Who are these—to quote Sen-
ator DURBIN—‘‘the fattest of cats who 
have taken millions of dollars to hire 
the most effective lobbyists in Wash-
ington, DC to push this’’—as he calls 
it—‘‘outrageous special interest legis-
lation.’’ 

Again, his numbers are somewhat 
questionable. The National Federation 
of Independent Business reports that 
1.4 million small businesses would cur-
rently be subject to DURBIN’s tax in-
crease in 2011 if the Democrats get 
their way. And by 2011, an additional 
1.2 million will be eligible for the tax. 
A vote against the Republican legisla-
tion to reform the death tax is a vote 
to increase the death tax on 2.6 million 
small businesses. 

Are these 2.6 million hard-working 
small business owners and employers 
the fattest of cats? Small businesses 
that we all use every day will be af-
fected. 

Let’s take a closer look at some of 
the specific examples of these family 
farms, family homes, and family-owned 
businesses if the death tax is imple-
mented the way the Democrats want. I 
will use one. The Greens, the Green 
family—Greens Printers. For 97 years, 
Janet Green and her family have owned 
and operated Greens Printers, Inc., in 
Long Beach, CA. Her company operates 
a sheet-fed, four-color printing plant 
with full bindery and electronic capa-
bilities. The family wants to remain in 
business for many years to come. The 
fact that they have to pay a ridiculous 
insurance premium for the sole purpose 
of paying a tax when they die is not 
only absurd, it is antibusiness. How-
ever, the future of Greens Printers is 
being threatened by the death tax. 
Janet’s company cannot afford to pay 
an enormous life insurance cost that 
would help pay for the death tax when 
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her parents need to pass on the busi-
ness. 

Janet says: 
Because we are a third generation printing 

facility, we have already paid the estate tax 
in the early 1970’s. Both of my parents are 
well into their seventies and not insurable 
because of ill health and the astronomical 
cost associated to do so. At roughly $100,000 
a year [for this insurance policy], we cannot 
afford it. 

She says: 
Let my employees keep their jobs and let 

us maintain the risk of owning the business 
to keep them employed. 

She is reminding us it is not just the 
family that is affected, but it is every-
one who works for these businesses 
who are ruined by this death tax. 

Over the years, Green has tried not 
only to be successful in generating 
profits, but also successful at being a 
good neighbor. She does this by sup-
plying 20 people in the community with 
good jobs and benefits, and by building 
lasting relationships with employees 
that allow the company to plan for fu-
ture growth and the workers to enjoy a 
stable income and fulfilling livelihood. 

Her family wants to keep Greens 
Printers even after she is gone. 

We have 16 grandchildren who would love 
to take over the company and see it grow 
someday. 

She asked us in Congress: 
Does Congress really think that we small, 

family-owned businesses out here have hun-
dreds of thousands of dollars tucked away for 
estate taxes? Any money we make we put 
right back into the business by purchasing 
new equipment and hiring more employees. 

Let’s look at another business, the 
Barthle Brothers Ranch, in Florida. 
These are some more fat cats, as Sen-
ator DURBIN would call them. Larry, 
Mark, and Randy Barthle are brothers 
who share a similar story with many 
ranchers around the country. They are 
trying to maintain the family ranch 
their father built in the early 1930s so 
they can pass it on to future genera-
tions. 

The ranch has received national rec-
ognition for its environmental steward-
ship practices that protect and pro-
mote the environment and wildlife. 
The family is dedicated to youth devel-
opment to encourage future genera-
tions of ranchers to care for resources 
responsibly. 

Larry Barthle says: 
Our family was first struck by the Death 

Tax in the early 1970s when both my grand-
father and uncle passed away within a short 
period of each other. We had to sell 1,200 
acres of the ranch. Every penny went to pay 
taxes assessed to us and we still had to take 
out a loan for the balance. Not one cent was 
used for anything except taxes. After such a 
devastating blow, it was my father’s lifelong 
goal to be able to pass along the ranch to his 
kids without being hit by the Death Tax. He 
was successful at the time of his death be-
cause he was able to make the transfers to 
my mother. We currently have our ranch set 
up [in all kinds of legal frameworks in order 
to try to get it through the death of another 
owner.] 

This is not fair to American families 
and businesses. 

Just one more quick example here, 
Mt. Pulaski Products. Scott and Kath-
ryn Steinfort operate the family-owned 
Mt. Pulaski Products, Inc., in a small 
town in Illinois that bears the com-
pany name. It has been in business 
since 1951. They sell products that are 
absorbents and abrasives. For decades, 
the family has worked to build a suc-
cessful business, which employs over 44 
citizens there in Mt. Pulaski. 

The Steinforts also are known for 
their community service, dedicated to 
serving the community. They have two 
sons. Both are serving in Iraq, both 
with engineering degrees. While many 
other engineering graduates are mak-
ing big salaries, they serve our coun-
try. Someday they would like to join 
the company business, but the death 
tax looms over the family business. 
Without wealth, the Steinforts may be 
forced to sell the business to pay for 
the death tax, not only taking from fu-
ture generations but possibly putting 
40 families out of work. They say: 

My wife and I have life insurance to cover 
these taxes, but as we age our premiums are 
marching steadily higher. Combined with 
not knowing how much we need to plan for 
in taxes and fees, the potential costs ulti-
mately point to only one path: sale or liq-
uidation of our plants to pay our tax bur-
dens. 

I have a lot more here that we could 
talk about, but I will put up one more 
chart. The Senator from Illinois, Sen-
ator DURBIN, has told the American 
people that only 8,200 American fami-
lies are affected by the death tax. The 
only reason that is today is because 
the Republicans have overcome Demo-
cratic obstruction and at least tempo-
rarily reduced the death tax. If the 
Democrats get their way, the tax on 
the American family will reach over 3.3 
million children and grandchildren of 
those who die in the 10 years after 2011. 
Over the next generation, millions of 
children and grandchildren and work-
ers in small businesses and farms will 
be affected. 

I ask all my colleagues, what is the 
difference between these numbers? The 
difference is the truth. We have been 
misled, that this tax is about the 
wealthiest of Americans. Whereas, as 
we have seen today, in the homes and 
the farms, the small businesses, this 
tax is immoral. It steals from the 
American people, the hard-working 
families who put together some savings 
to pass along to the next generation. It 
is not to the fat cats and their lobby-
ists. It is to the average Americans, 
who are doing what we expect them to 
do, and that is to work and to save and 
to build a better future. 

Today we have seen again that the 
opportunity to compromise and at 
least reduce these taxes was blocked 
again by our Democratic colleagues. 
Yet they come to this floor every day 
and ask why we are not doing some-
thing for the cost of living of the 
American people, to help improve their 
future. I think the reason for this is ob-
vious. Senator CORNYN brought it up a 

minute ago. The Democratic strategy 
is to block what needs to be done and 
then try to blame someone else when it 
does not get done. The American peo-
ple are smarter than that and they will 
see the difference. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Louisiana. 
Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to speak up to 15 
minutes as in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Senator from Lou-
isiana. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the Senator yield 
for a unanimous consent request? 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Yes. 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that I be recog-
nized as soon as the distinguished Sen-
ator from Louisiana has finished. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

There is agreement to both requests. 
Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I am 

sure there is going to be a very vig-
orous response to the charges that 
were made by my good friend, the Sen-
ator from South Carolina. Those will 
come later. I am sure that will be a 
very heated debate as we go on through 
these next few days and next few 
months. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana is recognized as in 
morning business for up to 15 minutes. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. I thank the Chair. 
(The remarks of Ms. LANDRIEU per-

taining to the submission of S. Res. 585 
are located in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Submission of Concurrent and Senate 
Resolutions.’’) 

f 

OIL AND GAS DRILLING IN THE 
GULF OF MEXICO 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I 
would like to turn my attention to one 
issue we have to resolve before we 
leave on this Friday or Saturday. 

The Senators from Mississippi and 
Texas and Alabama and Louisiana and 
the Senators from Florida have stepped 
forward to come up with a plan that 
will do more than just talk about the 
recovery of the gulf coast but will ac-
tually put money behind that promise. 
We will put real money behind that 
promise. 

We have been working for months 
and months through an extremely dif-
ficult negotiation and have come up 
with a way to open more drilling in the 
Gulf of Mexico, drilling for oil and 
drilling for gas—particularly natural 
gas—as our region struggles to come 
back, to stay competitive as industries 
large and small struggle to come back. 
The price of natural gas remains too 
high. One way to drive it down is to 
open more gas reserves in this Nation, 
to open the supply. 

In the last Energy bill we passed, 
there were any number of ideas and 
new initiatives for energy conserva-
tion. But what we didn’t do in the last 
Energy bill—please hear me—was open 
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